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On April 12 the steel industry and 
the United Steel Workers settled on a 
new“three year contract. With the sole 
bargaining agents consisting of union 
bureaucrats headed by I.W. Abel, and 
management representatives, the work- 
ers were excluded from representation 
in the negotiations. 

Abel has already shown which side of 
the table he wants to sit on through 
“recent actions. Abel is the same scum 

who put out a full page ad asking 
workers to speed up on production and 
end their "laziness''. For Abel the in- 
terests of the company come first. 

~ Therefore Abel has appealed to workers 


can capitalists so they can compete 
better on the international market. As 
we stated jn WORKERS! TRUTH, Vol. 1, 
No. 9, Nov. 1973: 2 = 
In fact the araaiarets siniat workers 
to accept slashes in real wages so 
they can see America remain a "first 
class economic power''. However, Am- 
erica is not owned by the American 
people, that jis workers and capital- 
ists together. It is the sole prop-. 
erty of the capitalist class. The 
only thing workers will gain by sub- 
-ordinating their own interests to 
the trade war struggles of U.S. im- 
perialism is that they'11 get to see 
their bosses drive bigger cars. 
With the statements contained in Ab- 
el's magazine ads, one must ask: Are 
these the type of things a representa- 
tive of the workers would say? Only a 
company agent would tell the workers 
they are lazy and tell them to pick up 
their productivity. 
Considering the participants in neg- 
otiations, one could easily have anti- 


been arrived at. With the cost of liv- 
ing estimated at rising more than 10% 
a year, Abel has insured workers in 
the steel industry that they will not 


be able to have their wages keep up 

with inflation. An average steel work- 

er makes $5.88/hour. With the 67.2 

_ cents increase in hourly pay for the - 
next three years, that makes the work- 

ers receive a 10% rise in wages during 

three years while the cost of living 


or clause which provides a Penny per 


to give more labor power to the Ameri--- 


cipated the sellout contract which has~ 


will have risen over 30%. The escalat- 


hour raise for each 30% rise in the # a 
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1974 Steel Contract — 
Worse Than A Sellout 


I.We Abel ’ 


Consumer Price Index is barely worth 
anything. 
Not only have Abel and the other 


bureaucrats presented the steél work- 


ers with this sellout contract, they 
have also insured themselves the power 
to shove it down the throats of the 
rank-and-file. Under the disgusting 
"experimental negotiating agreement", 
which Abel signed last year, there is 
a no-strike pledge... Just considering 


the way in which this no-strike pledge 
was forced through, it can be assumed — 


that steel workers will have little 
voice in approving or disapproving the 
contract. Even if they are allowed to 
vote down the contract, they will be 
powerless. against the companies to win 
a better contract. Without the right 
to strike, the union becomes useless. 
Again, as sah have stated in WORKERS! 
TRUTH (Vol. 1, No. 6, Aug. 1973): 
The only possession the workers have 
under capitalism is their labor pow- 
er. This social power. can best be 
exerted against the bourgedisie 
through the strike, i.e. the with- 
holding of labor power. The schema 
is quite simples: no labor power, ho ° 
labor; no labor, no production; no 
production, no profits. Without fear 
of a strike the bourgeoisie has no-. 
thing to fear from the workers while 


Pres. of the Steel Workers speaks to a press conference 


' workers will need the unions more 


' their living standard. However, they 


' by the rank and file and function in 


.cipation of all workers. If they are 


10 cents 


in contract negotiations. 
Steelworkers must listen to the warning 
bells that are.sounding as Abel and the 
other bureaucrats push the United 
Steel Workers farther along the track 


of bourgeoisification (i.e. becom- 
ing instruments of the bourgeoisie). 
It is up to the rank and file work- 
ers to save the union from complete 
destruction. In the present episode 
of the capitalist economic cycle, 


than any other time to defend their 
basic needs and capitalist attacks on 


will need unions which are controlled 


their interests or they might just as 
well have no unions at all. 

The United Steel Workers along with 
all other unions must be won to a rev- 
olutionary program. Only under the 
leadership of the communist vanguard 
will the unions be able to participate | 
in the struggle for the complete eman- 


left to follow their present course 
they will become instruments of the ~ 
class enemy and obstacles to the class 
struggle of the workers. Let the : 
Abels stay with the bosses and manag- | 


ers. Drive them out of the labor POV 
ment! — 


_ Which Way forthe = 


Labor Movement? 


j 
f 
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“this as deflecting workers ' 
conditions of this society into attempts to snatch a few 
-erumbs from the capitalists’ table via paltry wage increases. 
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Correction. 


haphazard at best as we pointed out in 


Ron&J esse 


The recent strike wave in San Francisco which began with 
the Sears retail clerks' strike and culminated with a 
near general strike of municipal workers, shows the comba- 
tivity and militancy of a layer of the working class and 


- gemi-proletarian elements . The municipal workers' strike 


began virtually as a wildcat strike. Although a strike 


deadline had been set, chief negotiator and president of 


the San Francisco Labor Council, John Crowley, asked the 
workers to hold off and give "friend of labor" Mayor Jo- 
seph Alioto a chance to, come up with something. The work- 
ers, however, took the ‘strike deadline at its word and be- 
gan setting up picket lines despite Crowley's objections, 


_ Other workers showed their solidarity with the strikers by 
refusing to cross roving picket lines and thus shutting 


down all sewage treatment facilities, hospitals and public 
transportation. The municipal workers were soon joined by 
the San Francisco American Federation of Teachers. 

The municipal workers '|strike, like the Sears strike be- 


fore it and the teachers strike after it, was eventually 


sold out by the labor bureaucracy working hand in hand with 
Alioto. However, to have expected anything else would have 
been the sheerest folly. The labor bureaucrats (both the ins 


and the outs, both the "progressives" and the "reactionar- 
-ies'") see their task as defending the capitalist wage-labor 


system against the workers. They see the best way of doing 
struggles against the rotten 


(8% for the San Francisco municipal workers). hey would, 


of. course, prefer a situation such as that existing in Rus- 


sia, Japan or Israel, where the “unions” participate direct- 
ly in the exploitation of the workers and work openly as 
fundamental cogs in the machinery of capitalist exploitation, 


where there is not even a fraudulent half-hearted attempt at 


the perverted form of the class struggle carried out by Am- 


erican and West European unions under pressure from the rank- 


and-file., 


The recent, ‘strike wave’ ‘in San Francisco. has conjuréd up © 


“memories of the 1934 General Strike in the minds of most of 


America's ostensibly socialist groups. For instance, the 
Class Struggle League, in a leaflet entitled "San Francisco 


General Strike II Now" stated: 


San Francisco workers who led the way to building the mil- 
itant. national unions of the thirties with the general 

~~ strike of 1934 in support of the dockers, can now show the 
way for the American working people again by organizing 
San Francisco General Strike II! 
~,.Sears workers will not only thereby get ‘@ decent con- 
tract but workers will have a strong basis for a Labor 
Party that can break the death grip of the Republican 


and Democrat shell game. 


Here we see two errors (at least) in the short section 


quoted. First of all, general strikes are not called, they 
develop. The task of revolutionaries is not to run around 
screaming "general strike! general strike:" but to prepare 
the working class for the general strike. The working 
class must be prepared for the reaction of the. capitalist 
state. In any situation where a general strike appears to 


be a definite possibility, revolutionaries mst raise = 


‘handshake. _ 


In the February 1974 issue of WORKERS! 
TRUTH (Vol. 2, No. 2) in the article 
"On Tactics" we criticized the Class 
Struggle League for failing to send 
any representatives to a Spartacist - 
League initiated demonstration in sol- | 
idarity with the striking British min- 
ers. It has since come to our attention 
that the Class Struggle League in fact 
did not know about the demonstration 
until after it happened. This is clear- 
ly conceivable as the Spartacist pre- 
parations for the demonstration were 


the article. 


ACAPULCO, Mexico, April 2 (AP)--Gov. 
Ronald Reagan and the Rev. Jesse Jack- 
son ended a spirited, impromptu debate 


and @ white hand ‘gripped: in a firm SAT 


-workers could not have gotten a truly decent contract (is | 


- lutionary politics in the unions. This is the only way for- | 


' . FORWARD TO THE WORLDWIDE WORKERS' REPUBLIC! 


"We're saying a lot of the. same 
things,"' Jackson, the black leader 
from Chicago, told Reagan, the Repub- 
lican chief executive from California. 

‘We sure are,'! Reagan replied. 


If you're shocked at the above ex-' 
change, don't be. Jackson and Reagan ~ 
do say the same things, they just put 
different flavor coatings on their cap-. 
italist sugar pills: Reagan in order 
to stir up white backlash sentiments 
and Jackson in order to derail the 
struggles of militant black workers. 
However, Jackson's respect for Reagan 
who was prepared to send in National 

_ Guard troops against striking municipal 
workers in San Francisco, should rip 
the facade away from Jackson's profes- 
sed support for postal workers who are 
faced with massive layoffs in Chicago.. 
Jackson.and Reagan DO say the same 

eae _» things and-none of it is of any good 

for working people, black or white. 


s © 


call for armed workers defense guards to defend the class i 
against the attacks of the capitalist government and orga= | 
nized gangs of thugs of scabs. But for the CSL such prepa- | 
ration is not necessary; we simply run to the faucet mark- |, 
ed "General Strike" and turn it on. | 

Secondly, general strike or no general strike, the Sears | 


there such an animal?). True, they could have gotten bet= | 
ter than they did had they had a revolutionary leadership, |, 
but the only truly decent "contract" is the “contract the || 
working class makes with itself in a workers' republic, | . 
the "contract" of class solidarity and the fight for soc- M 


‘ialism. | 


Besides raising the spirit of the '34 general strike, the | 
recent strikes in Frisco pose an important question for the 
entire labor movement. However, here again most of the Am- 4 
erican left has come up with an answer, but have failed to | 
see the question and thus posed answers that are at best = 
irrelevant and at worst reactionary. For instance, the Spar- 4 
tacist League sees the question as being: 

-+eWill the workers' anger and so far frustrated efforts 

to fight back against the capitalist inflation and "'shor- | 

tages "offensive be held in check by the labor bureaucracy 

or will the workers be able to smash through this obsta- 

cle and make major gains? | 
What are these “major gains" that can be made? And under 
what. social system are they going to be made? Capitalism, 
perhaps? Or does the SL mean a victorious workers' revolu- 
tion and socialism when it talks of ‘major gains"? And if 
so, why doesn't it come out and say so? ‘“'he fact of the 
matter is that the SL thinks that major gains can be made 


‘under capitalism through nationalization and ‘'workers' 


control” which is really trade union participation in man— 
agement. eat 
In reality every trade union struggle today represents a 


fight between the workers and the capitalist state, with | 4 


the trade union bureaucrats on the side of the capitalists. sot 
The reason for this state vs. workers struggle is not sim- 
ply the existence of wage controls. On the contrary, it is | 
the attempt on the part of the state to take over the un=- 
ions in collusion with the bureaucrats. It is only the a 
militancy and combativeness of the workers which defers the | 
culmination of this process. However, even militancy and 
combativeness will soon not be enough. There are only two 
courses open to the unions: revolutionization through ad- 
herence to an explicitly revolutionary program, the program — 
of the Revolutionary Workers Group; or statification under | 
the control of the capitalist state. The latter would be a° — 
tremendous setback for the labor movement. All workers must | 
draw the lessons of the development of the unions and the 
role of the bureaucracy, and take up the struggle for revo- 


ward for the labor movement. i 
FOR A REVOLUi IONARY LABOR MOVEMENT! 
JOIN THE REVOLUTIONARY WORKERS GROUP! 


BUILD THE INTERNATIONAL PARTY OF REVOLUTIONARY WORKERS! 
FORWARD TO THE INTERNATIONAL SOCIALIST REVOLUTION! 
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Trade Unions Today , 
Should the United Auto Workers 
Reaffiliate With the AFL-CI0? 


TRADE UNIONS TODAY is a regular fea- 
ture of WORKERS' TRUTH. Future issues 
will contain articles dealing with the 
problems facing various individual 
trade unions as well as issues relat- 
ing to all trade unions. This month's 
article is a statement of the views of 
the Revolutionary Workers Group con- 
cerning the current discussion in the 
United Auto Workers on whether or not - 
‘to reaffiliate with the AFL-CIO. 


In 1968 Walter Reuther pulled the 
United Auto Workers out of the AFL- 
CIO. Today the UAW bureaucracy is dis- 

' cussing whether or not the 1.5 million 
| member union should reaffiliate. The 

; Question may come up for a vote at the. 
| UAW national convention: scheduled for 

, June 1 in Los Angeles. — 

We understand that any move by the 
-union bureaucrats is made because they 
. feel some benefit will result for them. 
-The needs of the rank-and-file are the 
farthest thing from their minds. Never- 
-theless we are in favor! of reaffilia- 

tion. We are basically in favor of such 
a move for two reasons: 1) such a move 
provides the objective basis for a un- 
ited revolutionary union movement 3 2) 
it lessens the ability!of the bureau- 
crats to play each other off, one un- 
ion against the other. 
_ As far as the first point goes, it is 
true that only the OBJECTIVE basis for 
a unified revolutionary labor movement 
is provided: by the existence of a single 
union federation. However, revolution- 
aries should support such a development. 
There is only one reason why an osten- 
sibly revolutionary group should oppose 
_ affiliation and that is if they see ei- 
ther the UAW or the AFL-CIO or both as 
capitalist formations. In that case un- 
-ification of the two union: groupings 
would simply be a continuation of the 
process of concentration and central- 
ization of capital and its institu- 
tions. The Revolutionary Workers Group 
however, does not agree with the vari- 
ous anarchist and ultraleft groups who 
see the American unions as organs of 
capitalist repression. While it is true 
that the union bureaucrats are agents 
of the capitalists, they are agents IN 
THE WORKERS' MOVEMENT. The bourgeoisi- 
fication of the unions is a process, 
which develops at different rates in 
different countries. While the unions 
have become capitalist formations in 
many countries (e.g. Russia, China, Cu- 
ba, Israel, Peru, Japan) this process 


has not yet culminated in the U.S. 


Thus, so long as the American trade 
unions remain working class organiza- 
tions (even bureaucratized), revolu- 
tionaries should support their unifi- 
cation. pe 

There is, however, an exception to 
this. That is where a large section 
of the class remains unorganized or 
has achieved a revolutionary con- 
sciousness and the dominant union 
organizations refuse to organize them 
or place extremely stringent restric- 


ee “+ Loas on the ability of the revolu- 


tionary unions to"function. Thus, the 
- organizing of the:CIO unions in: the 


to organize unskilled and semi-skil- 
led workers into "their" unions. Thus 
it was necessary to organize indus- 
trial unions independently of the AFL. 
There are some groups (notably the 
Spartacist League) who have opposed 
union mergers (which are not exactly 
the same as affiliation to a federa- 
tion, but similar) on the basis of 
"democracy". For example the Sparta- 
cists opposed the merger of the New 


-York Social Service Employees Union 


with the American Federation of S:ate, 


_ County and Municipal Employees (AFSCME) 


and the merger of the International 
Longshoremen's and Warehousemen's Un- 
ion (on the West Coast) with the Inter- 
national Brotherhood of Teamsters (IBT). 

There are no truly democratic unions 
in the U.S. ( or the world for that mat- 
ter). The rank-and -file doesn't run. the 
ILWU any more than the rank-and-file 
runs the Teamsters. Harry Bridges is as 
much in support of the working class as 
Frank Fitzsimmons (zero). He's just a 
little slicker, likelier to talk more 
out of the left side of his mouth. At 
this stage of the game he's a far more 
useful tool than the heavy-handed Mafia 
confidant Fitzsimmons. . 

This, in fact, is the core of our sec- 
ond point: the use of "“left’’ bureaucrats 
and their unions as a means of derailing 
militant workers and their s: ruggles. 
Bridges wants ILWU members to think. that 


‘their union is better than the IBT. His 


proposal for merger was just so much fa- 
cade. By thinking that «he ILWU is bet- 
ter than the IBT, longshoremen will not 
be in as good a position to unite with 
rank-and-file Teamsters to replace BOTH 


Bridges and Fitzsimmons with revolution-. 


ary leaders drawn from the ranks and 
pledged to an anti-capitalist program. 
It is precisely what the capitalists 
want that groups like the SL are doing: 
being sucked into support (open, critic- 
al, backhanded or otherwise) of fake 
"left" bureaucrats like Bridges. 

Another example is Cesar Chavez of the 
United Farm Workers. If the Teamsters 
were affiliated with the AFL-CIO, 
chances are there would not be any major 
confrontation between Chavez and the 
Teamster bureaucracy. The same sellout 
deals would be made through Meany. The 


same rotten contracts would be negotiat-— 


ed; but Chavez would not come out look- 
ing like the champion of the Mexican-Am- 
erican working man and woman (which he 
is not). Revolutionaries in the unions 
would still, of course, have to wage a 
strugale against Fitzsimmons and Cha- 


* INDEPENDENCE OF THE TRADE UNIONS 
FROM THE STATE! 

-DEMOCRATIC ‘RANK-AND-FILE: CONTROL 

. OF THE TRADE UNIONS! 

NO SUPPORT TO CAPITALIST GOVERN- 
MENTS! . 
INTERNATIONAL WORKING CLASS — 
SOLIDARITY! : 

DIVIDE ALL AVAILABLE WORK AMONG 
ALL THOSE ABLE TO WORK--FOR 
DIRECT-DISTRIBUTION OF GOODS 
AND SERVICES! ee 

ORGANIZE THE UNORGANIZED ANDTHE - 
UNEMPLOYED! | : 2s 

» ARMED WORKERS' DEFENSE GUARDS: __ 
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Revolutionary Workers Group Program for the Trade Unions 


vez, but one of Chavez'z props would be 
missing. ; 5 
Of course, the UAW bureaucracy is not 
for affiliation because they want to — 
see the objective basis for a revolu- 
tionary union movement or because they 
want to see some of the shells taken 
away from their con game. They have 
their own interests at heart. Although 


he has not come out with a public state- — 


ment, it is generally agreed that UAW 
president Leonard Woodcock is in favor — 


of affiliation. He is reputed as saying — 


this would make a stronger union move- 
ment. However, the only strength Wood- 
cock wants for the union movement is 
vote-catching and Democratic Party-pres- 
suring strength. Woodcock almost got 
the nod as Democratic Vice-President 
candidate in 1972. He no doubt figures_ 
that with a spot on the AFL-CIO execu- — 
tive board he'll have a large enough _ 


power base to win the nomination in '76.. 


Opposing the move is UAW secretary- 


treasurer Emil Mazey. Mazey is trying to — 


outflank Woodcock from the left by re- 
viving the "militant" ghost of Walter 
Reuther. Reuther claimed that the AFL- 
CIO had_become ‘the comfortable com=- ~~ 
placent custodian of the status quo." 
He called for a campaign of organizing 


ey's opposition obvicusly lies somewhere 


else in reality (we haven't seen Mazey 


doing mich to organize the unorganized 
and wage militant struggles; where was 
Emil during the Chrysler wildcats last 
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zey's own political role nationally. - 


Mazey (like Reuther before him) is look-— 


ing out for the “old number 1" and in 
Mazey's eyes that's not the working man 
‘but Emil Mazey. 


Whether or not the UAW affiliates 
with the AFL-CIO, a revolutionary 


struggle must be waged inside the UAW 


and the AFL-CIO and all other unions 
to transform the unions into instru- 
ments of working class revolution, un-— 


ions which will adopt as their program 


the program of revolutionary Marxism, 

unions which will inscribe on their 

banner the words of Rosa Luxemburg: 
we know nothing of minimum and max- 
imal programs; we know only one 
thing, socialism; this is the mini- 
mmm we are going to secure. 


* END THE SPECIAL OPPRESSION OF 
WOMEN! - 

*# END THE SPECIAL OPPRESSION OF 
BLACKS, LATINS AND OTHER 
MINORITIES! 

* END COMPANY-CONTROLLED SENIORI 
SYSTEMS--FULL RIGHTS FOR YOUNG 
WORKERS! 

& NATIONALIZATION OF ALL INDUSTRY, 
TRANSPORTATION, ETC. UNDER THE 
COLLECTIVE CONTROL OF THE 

'. ENTIRE WORKING CLASS! 

* BUILD THE INTERNATIONAL PARTY 
‘REVOLUTIONARY WORKERS (FOURTH 
INTERNATIONAL)! © 


French President Pompidou Dies 


Mitterand, Gaullists Engage in Electoral 


At the time this article was writ- 
ten, Edgar Faure, head of the Radi- 
cal Socialists, a minority party in 
the ruling Gaullist coalition, was 
still in the race for president of 
France. Subsequently, however, Faure 
withdrew from the race, leaving 
Chaban-Delmas and d'Estaing as the 
major fighters for.the Gaullist vote. 
Also since this article was written, 
the Minister of the Postal Service 
_has entered the race as the "indepen- 
dent candidate of the small business- 
man.'' The elections are scheduled for 


Georges Pompidou 


With the death of Georges Pompidou, 
the GaulJist Coalition which has ruled 
France since 1958 has begun to show 
signs of cracking. Pompidou, who in- 
herited the mantle of leadership from 
the old man (DeGaulle) himself in 

1968, had been able to maintain the 
unity of the Gaullist coalition and to 

_a large extent stabilize the capital- 
ist state after the near catastrophic 
(for the capitalists) events during 
May-June 1968 which nearly toppled the 
Gaullist regime. : 
. His recent death, however, has cre- 
ated a void, and with no clear succes- 
sor to the throne, has sent the lead- 
ers of the various Gaullist factions 
into a headlong scramble for the pres- 
idency. 

Three Gaullist candidates have emer- 
ged to date. They are: Valery Giscard 
d'Estaing, Finance Minister under Pom- 
pidou and leader of the Independent 
Republicans; Edgar Faure, head of the 

Radical Socialists; and Jacques Cha- 
_ban-Delmas, who has the support of the 
majority Gaullist party. ” 
= The apparent split within the Gaul - 
} list coalition severely. jeopardizes 
_. their ability to maintain control of 
the French government and definitely 
enhances the chances of the Union de 
la Gauche (Union of the Left) candi- 
date Francois Mitterand. In an attempt 
.. to avert such a Gaullist disaster, 
| Prime Minister Pierre Messmer called 
- on the three Gaullist candidates to 
withdraw and throw their support be- 
hind him as a "unity candidate!'. Both 
minority candidates agreed to support 
Messmer in a bid to block Chaban-Del- 
|. mas and the majority Gaullists. But 
2 eee 


when Chaban-Delmas refused to with- 
draw, Messmer withdrew from the race 
leaving the coalition split three ways 
and opening the door for a possible 
first ballot victory for Mitterand. 
"UNION OF THE LEFT!!~-POPULAR FRONTISM 
1970'S STYLE 

Francois Mitterand, head of the PSF 
(Parti Socialiste Francais--French So- 
cialist Party) is the candidate 6f the 
Union of the Left, a popuiar front 
consisting of the PSF, the PCF (Parti 
Communiste Francais--French Communist 
Party) and various Left Radicals. 

The Union of the Left was formed 
just prior to the last general elec- 
tions in France (March 1973) and was a 
direct response to the growing polit- 


-icalization of the French working 


class, and the increasing inability of 
the ruling Gaullist regime to contain 
that politicalization within the 


framework of capitalist electoral pol- 
itics. THIS IS THE HISTORIC ROLE OF THE 
POPULAR FRONT. Bt lig, os 

The leadership of the PSF and the 
PCF realized that their failure to of- 
fer any political alternative in the - 
light of considerable working-class 
militancy involved a real danger of 
larger and larger strata of the working 
class turning toward revolutionary 
solutions to find a way out of the 


> = asecial crisis. % A 


Thus both leaderships felt a need 
for getting together on a solution 
that could channel the discontent of 
the masses and their aspirations for a 
profound change into a reformist 
framework and in a way that would ben- 
efit them (the PSF and PCF), and sta- 
bilize the capitalist state. In this 
respect there is no objective differ- 
ence between the Union of the Left and 
the Popular Front of 1936. 

But it is not only the programmatic 
and historical similarities which make 
the Union of the Left a popular front. 
Reformist working class parties (Bri- 
tish Labour Party) play the same role 
and have similar programs. The funda- 
mental factor delineating the nature 
of a popular front is the fact that 


Za 


Jacques Chaban-Del mas, 
front-running Saullist 


it is a bloc between a working class 
party and a capitalist party. Thus, 


the bloc between the PCF and the PSF. __ 
(at that time a working class’ party) 


War of the French Succession 


With the Radical Party in 1936 made 
that coalitien a popular front, a 


class collaborationist bloc. However, 
despite the protestations of certain 
left groups, it is not simply the min-~ 
iscule presence of the Left Radicals 
which makes the Union of the Left a 
Popular front (although it would be 
sufficient), but also the more imposing 
presence of Mitterand and the PSF, 
which has over the years been trans-. 


Left, Alain Krivine, ROUGE candidate 
Right Francois Mitterand, candidate 
of the Union of the Left 


formed into a capitalist party. For 


those who squirm at this character iza- 
tion of the PSF we refer to a polemic. 
by Henri Weber of the French United 
Secretariat paper ROUGE. Weber was 
supportinga vote for all Union of the 
Left candidates (including the Left 
Radicals) in the 1973 elections. The 
Lambertist Organisation Communiste In- 
ternationaliste (OCI--International ist 
Communist Organization) on the other 
hand, claimed that the Left Radicals 
were bourgeois and that only the PSF 
and PCF candidates should receive the 
workers' votes because they were work- 
ing class parties. Weber wrote: . 
-+-why does the ‘AJS-OCI call for a 
vote for the SP? Do the Lambertists. 
think there are fewer bankers, cor- 
poration presidents, administrators, . 
and high functionaries in the SP .. 
than among the left Radicals? 
(ROUGE, Jan. 13, 1973) 
However, a PCF candidate run indepen- 
dently of the PSF and the Left Radicals 
would not be of any help to the work- 
ing class. Nor is the essentially ir- 
relevant campaign of ROUGE's Alain 
Krivine. History -has shown the futili- 
ty of attempting to effect working 
class gains through the capitalists! 
elections. It is only through indepen- 


‘dent working class action that French 
workers and workers everywhere will be 


able to take things into their own 
hands. The elections represent an at-: 
tempt to defuse the movement of the 
workers in this direction. 

There is, however, another side to 
the electoral process. That is the 
working out of the differences of the 
various capitalist factions. There are 
intra-class differences between Mit- 
terand and the Gaullists. Both camps 

have different views on how to best 
defend the interests of French capi- 
tal, both against the French workers 


Japan—General Strike or General Holiday? 


- Of all the major ''free world! coun- 
‘tries, Japan is probably farthest 
along the road to state capitalism 
(a la Russia and China). In Japan the 
"labor unions'' function as an essen- 
tial part of the capitalist apparatus. 
Take for instance the recent 6 million 
worker transportation ''general 
strike. This strike!’ was an excel- 
lent example of how wage "negotia- 
tions'' are carried out in Japan. First 
a big push is made for productivity, 
with the "unions'! playing a major role 

om the mechanics of achieving produc- 
tivity increases, disciplining the 
workers and managing factory produc- 
tion. When "negotiations" come around, 
the "union" leaders and the more clas- 

sical management personnel get togeth- 
er to talk things over. If the union 
leaders want higher wages than what 
the management wants to give, there is 
a ''strike!'. When the railroad "union" 


BRITAIN 


= ae Col ge gies sok SMR SS — Ease -_ e : 
Wilson Continues Attacks on Workers Bite 


“As we predicted, the British Labour 

Tegety has resumed the basic policies 
_ of the Tories which are the only poli- 
_ cies possible in the present capital- 

ist crisis. Although resuming the at- 
tack on workers! living standards, Wil- 
son has taken a different approach 
from that of Heath. The quick settle- 


ment of the miners' strike was done in’ 


order to create a better atmosphere for 
_ Wilson's strategy. Instead of being 

- forced to accept cuts in their living 
_ standard through a state wage freeze, 

_ workers will now face union bureau- 

_ erats (trying to help the Labour gov- 
ernment retain bourgeois respectabil - 
ity) pushing a voluntary wage freeze 
- (in the interests.of the "nation", of 

course). 

There has been no real turnover or 

change in British society since La- 
_ bour has come to power (nor will there 
be through any of Wilson's actions). 
In fact, as the CHARTIST states in its 
- latest issues 
The rises in taxation, electricity, 

rail fares, postal charges, beer, 
cigarettes and sweets are serious 


warning to the working class. Add to 
- this the decision not to reverse © 
Tory cuts in spending and it amounts 
to a renewed attack on living stan- 
-. dards. 
One wonders why the CHARTIST called on 
British workers to vote for the Labour 
Party. : 

Among thé more disgusting actions of 
the new Labour government. is, the re-- 
taining of the "Industrial. Relations 
Act''. Under this act the engineers un-. 

- fon, the AUEW, has been fined another 
7000 —— of Be srage snp to the 
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and on the international arena. Thus, 
should Mitterand win, France will no 
doubt face new general elections very 
soon. Mitterand as president with a 
cabinet composed of Union of the Left 
ministers, coupled with a Gaullist- 
dominated National Assembly, could not 
function indefinitely. 

However, whether the president of 
France is ‘d'Estaing, Chaban-Delmas, 
Faure, Mitterand or even Krivine, the 
plight of the French working class 
will be the same. They will continue 
to sweat for the benefit of France's 
rulers. They will continued to be mur- 


called a "strike! this month, the ma~:. 
jor businesses and industries in Japan 
promptly declared a holiday. The twin 
pillars of management (white collar 


and "union!') continued their negotia- - 


tions and the railroad workers re- 
ceived a 30 per cent pay raise. The 
catch, however, lies in the fact that 
this pay raise barely covers the ra- 
pidly spiralling Japanese inflation 
for the past year. Food prices are up 
24.5 per cent in just the last year 
and are rising faster every day. Ja- 
pan's prices and inflation are the 
highest in the world. 

Many Japanese realize that the ec- 
onomy is only expanding and becoming 
affluent for the Japanese business- 
men. The Japanese workers! living 
standard continues to deteriorate. 
Thanks to the management role of Ja- 
panese "'unions'' the Japanese workers 
sweat out more production at the same 


Which of these men is the head 
of Britain's Labour Party, "'rep- 
resentative'' of the British 
workingman? Which one is the re- 
actionary proponent of "anti- 
working class Tory policies''? 
;Answers in next month's issuer: s 


_dered by the hired guns of the capi- 
talists. And things would net change 
if elections were held every day. The ~ 
“only way things will change is through 
workers! revolution. Thus, it is to the 
construction of a revolutionary party 
which can provide the necessary lead- 
ership, so sorely lacking in 1968, that 
militant French workers and students 
must turn. 
NOT THE UNION DE LA GAUCHE, BUT A 
REVOLUTIONARY WORKERS PARTY! 
NOT CAPITALIST ELECTION, BUT 
WORKERS! REVOLUTION: 


time that food is literally being 
swept from their tables. ° 


What the Japanese working class 
needs is not paltry 30 per cent wage 
increases (which mean that six months 
from now they!!! be able to eat just 
a little poorer than they are now in- 
stead of quite a bit poorer), but a 
revolutionary labor movement to be 
counterposed to the phony "unions'! 
that exist today. Such a movement must 
have as its core and its impetus, a 
revolutionary party, steeled in the 
class struggle, rooted in the working 
class and possessing a Marxist clar- 
ity of theory and program. No such 
party or movement exists in Japan to-. 
day. It is the task of militant Japan- 
ese workers to begin their construc- ) 
tion. The future belongs to the working = 
class. We must only organize ourselves ~~ = 
to take it. 


*, 


reactionary Con-Mech Co. which it has 5 SSE ce a 
been fighting. saree or. 
The future of the present Labour . _. a2 tw 
government is questionable considering. | sathtedd 

the fact that it does not have enough 
votes in Parliament to win a vote of 
confidence. However, so long as it con- 
tinues to carry out Tory policies, we 
can't think of anyone who- would. call 
for such a vote. Just the same, howev- 
er, should new elections come about, 
the left in England would no doubt 
again make idiots of themselves by 
iving support to the Labour Party 
ap a vote against reactionary Tory 
policies) when they can plainly see 
that the Labour Party is carrying out 
precisely those policies. It should 
be clear to all those in England who 
claim to be Marxists that it makes no 
difference who wins the elections in 
England. The elections are essentially 
irrelevant insofar as the working class 
struggle against capital is concerned. 
If Marxists are going to raise the 
consciousness of the working class and 
not tail it, they must point this out 
and call for abstention from the elec- 
tions and the organization of indepen- 
dent struggles on the part of the work- 
ers, not ''Labour to Power on a Social- 
ist Program''. 

What is needed most in England today 
is not the carrying out of the Labour 
Party's program or the adoption of a 
"socialist"! program of nationalizing 
200 or 20 monopolies, but the turning 
of the workers to a revolutionary pro- 
gram. In order for this to happen, a 
cémmunist vanguard of the working class 

must be developed which can prepare 
the working class for the real battle. 
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Archives 


Program of the Spartacusbund 


ARCHIVES OF THE REVOLUTION jis a reg- 
- ular feature of WORKERS' TRUTH. Each 
-. month we reprint for the benefit of 
- our readers part or all of a particu- 
lar speech, article or document from 
the vast and rich heritage of the rev- 
olutionary Marxist movement. In this 
issue we reprint the ''Program of the 
Spartacusbund''. This document, drafted 
by Rosa Luxemburg, was first published 
in December 1918 under the title ''What 
Does the Spartacusbund Want?!' It! was 
adopted as the programmatic basis for 


German 
disgraceful yoke. The Hohenzollems were 
driven out; soviets of workers’ and’ soldiers’ deputies were 


ion can order in place of this 

, put an end to the mutual extermination of the peo- 

~ ples, provide work and bread for all, and bring peace, free- 
dom, and true culture to tortured humanity. “Down with 

' wage labor!” Such fs‘the battle ery of the day. Wage labor 
and class rule must give way to work on a cooperative basis. 

_ The means of production must cease to be the monopoly of 
a class; they must become the common property of all. The 
Present system of production, which is nothing explaita- 
tion and robbery, must be abolished. No more exploiters or 


f 
Fe 
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the German Communist Party at its 
founding conference (Dec. 1918-Jan. 
1919). The Spartacusbund was the direct 
descendent of the INTERNATIONALE Group 
whose "Theses on the Tasks of Interna- 
tional Social-Democracy'"' we reprinted 
in our last issue. The document below 
represents One of the finest expres- 
sions of revolutionary optimism and 
understanding of the tasks before the 
international working class. Although 
written over fifty years ago, many of 


; ple who conducted the 
eigoneed 


the goal, gave direction to the fight, and used the 


" Mnasses only as tools to secure victory for their own interests, 


the interests of the minority. The socialist revolution is the 
- eassd 


its own activity. 

The main feature of the socialist society is to be found in 
the fact that the great mass of workers will cease to be a gow- 
ermmed mass, but, on the contrary, will itself live the full po- 


litical and economie life «ud direct that life in conscious and 
free self-determination. 

Therefore the proletarizn mass must substitute its. own 
class organs—the workers’ and soldiers’ councils—for the in- 
herited’ organs of capitalist-class rule—the federal councils, 
municipal councils, parlixments—applying this principle from 
the highest authority in the state to the smallest community. 
The proletarian mass must fiJ] all governmental positions, 
must control all functions, must test all requirements of the 
state on the touchstone of socialist aims and the interests of 
its own class. 

Only by means of 2 constant, mutual action upon each’ 


other on the part of the masses and their organs—the soviets 


of workers’ and soldiers’ deputies—can their activity fill the 
state with a socialist spirit — 

Likewise, economic reconstruction can go only as a proc- 
ess carried on by the mass action of the working class. 

Mere decrees on socialization issued by high revolutionary 


‘ authorities are of no more value than empty sounds. Only 


the working class, by its own efforts, can change these sounds 


They must acquire the sense of responsibility 
members of the commonwealth, which alone is the owner 
of all social wealth. They must develop zeal at work, without 


‘tal 
These socialist civic virtues, as also knowledge and the 
ability to conduct socialist industries, can be acquired by the 
socialization of society can be accomplished to the full 


its words sound as if they had been 
penned only yesterday. In its under- 
standing of the development of capi- 
talism, the tasks of the working class 
and the work of the revolutionary par- 
ty, the Spartacusbund stands with the © 
Russian Bolshevik Party and the "'Ab- — 
stentionist Faction'' of the Italisn 
Socialist Party as the highest expres- 
sion of revolutionary Marxism in the 
international workers' movement in the 
period of 1914-1920. 


open cynicism, rascality are concerned. _ 
It will defend its “holy of holies”—its profits and ivi 


men with the sokdiers—and the spiritual bond of the 


war necessary weapons; it must learn’to use them—to — 
gr pwcercdine nye of ey peopk with fal 

s 5:4 compact mass wer! ith = 
politica] power for the purposes of the revolution, the die 
tatorship of the proletariat is established and therefore the 


ield it over the heads of the ruling classes as . 
the god Thor wielded his hammer. © ioe Nees se 
the proletariat to solve this 
demands: 

the 


| 


ee 


The seizure of all supplies of arms iti 
as well as of all war industries, the workers’ and~ 
soldiers’ councils. 

The ‘arming of the entire adult male as the. 
workers’ militia. The formation of a red guard of the 
workers, as the active part of the militia, for a 


COaaraLY eS tw eleenianbators living’ conta 
of the bulk of the workers’ and soldiers’ councils in the 
country with their highest organ of government. The 
right of local w. and s. councils at any time to recall 


- their representatives on the Cen’ tral Council ee 


or a ait tai ot ake eles 
ES ee ae ee 


yes. 
eo oe) 


. rs } oA cscsal ok Sil mceriin snd ot the goo oe 
Abolition of all class distinctions, titles, and orders; “Crucify him!” call the capitalists, trembling for fear of los- 
cilia — anaiea best racy Tafel tes cou asus the officers, the 
: Thee of aaah 
to avoid unemployment and to conform to the physi- eee the pes beens ete class, trem- 
: i Botee eats ing for — capita’ lass 
cal exhaustion of the working class occasioned by the “Crucify him!” call men like Scheidemann who, Tike 


to food, housing, health, and education in the spirit of “Crucify him!” repeat, like an echo, es donel te ae 

. ceived, the misled elements of workers and soldiers, who do 

not know that they are attacking their own flesh and blood 
1.” Confiscation of all crown estates and revenues for the when they attack the Spartacus Union. 

. In hatred! and slander are united against the Spartacus. 

and other public debts, Union all who are counterrevolutionists, enemies of the peo- 

within ple, anti-socialists, all who are ambiguous, afraid 

of light. This only proves that the heart of the revolution is 

beating She petes Van ce he 


agricultural concerns; establishment of ithe Sciticke Union ism periyeweating to climb als 
cooperatives under a uniform cen- power on. the|shoulders of the mass of workers. The Spartacus 

tral administration all over the country. Small peasant Union is only) i pro! 
holdings to remain in possession of their present own- turn it calls the attention of the general body of workers to 
ers, until they voluntarily decide to join the socialist their historic duties. At every stage of the revolution it fights 
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banks, ore mines, coal mines, as well as all large in- ' 
5. Confiscation of all exceeding a certain limit, with the lackeys of the capitalist class, the Scheidemann- 


power of government m because the Scheidemamn- 
terprises in agreement with the workers’ councils, reg- Ebert element have completely discredited themselves and 
ulate the conditions of labor, control production, the dent: Socialist party,, through cooperation with 
finally, take over the the enterprise. them, has reached a blind alley. 
8. of a Central Strike Committee 


country uniform administration, socialist over the power of gov- 
oe emment by the conscious approval by the mass of the work- 
i ics 


- Jofoats end etiks 
through international brotherhood and the revolntiomary.tie- — ““ohS' Victory of the Spartacus Union is not in the be 
ing of the international working class. but at the end of the lution: it is identical with the ¥ic- 
\ tory of the great mass of the socialist working class. 
” Arise, proletarians! To the battle! We have to struggle 
This is what the Spartacus Union stands for]. — against a world, to conquer a world. ; id erga 
Ais becase It wants thi, becase cals fo, troges In this last class struggle of history for the highest aims 


for it, because it is the socialist conscience of the of humanity our toward the enemy is: “Hand on throat 


our motto 
the people's representatives as well as the central sn: —it is hated, ted, persecuted, and slandered by all open an secret sehen asl z 
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and the dismantling’ of the present state 
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__copies of Of REVOLUTION AND COUNTER-REVOLUTION IN RUSSIA 
~_copies of THE ECONOMY OF STATE. CAPITALISM 


capitalist parties in government with 
representatives of "Labor Parties (see 


___. copies of ORIGINS OF THE REVOLUTIONARY WORKERS GROUP England), nor is it enough to replace 
~~ copies of WHICH WAY FOR THE TRADE UNIONS? (includes the one set of capitalist exploiters with a 
~ Comintern Theses on the Trade Union Movement, Factory — set of “Communist” bureaucrats who play 


Councils, and the Commnist International) 
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would like to sell a monthly 1 “bundle of WORKERS ' TRUTH. 
~ I would like to meet with a representative of the curiam es 


the SAME role as the ‘old" exploiters. 
The working class in all countries. _ 

- must destroy the capitalist system it- 
_ self in its entirety and replace it 
with @ producer-controlled economy 
based on the needs ‘of society as a 

f eee socialism. — 


TRUTH and. mail to: Revolutionary Workers’ ‘Group, P.O. Box GO}62, 
1723. Me Devon, pagina ars 60660. 


stsiinit tH ad? ’ 


‘The world we live in is a world where 
peonle are divided into classes accord- 
ing to their role in production. The 
two major classes in society are the 
capitalist class and the working-class. 
The capitalists own’ the means of pro- 
duction (factories, machines, etc.) but 
produce nothing. The workers, on the - 
other hand, receive only meager wages 
for the sale of their labor power to: . 
the capitalists. Almost all production | 
in society is done by the workers. How- 
ever, almost’ all the benefits from this 
production go to the capitalists. The 
basis for production in this society is 
profit. The capitalists are not inter- 
ested in having the workers: produce 
things that people can tise.or that peo- 
ple need. They are only interestéd in 
what makes them the biggest profit.’ 
Thus, while - “the capitalists pet richer - 
and ‘richer, the workers are worse off. 
than they were before. 


En: order to-increase profits re Tg TO Se 
system. It ‘is’ democracy ' for. the ‘rich, 

_ for the’ canitalists. “ur. democracy: wild” 
be’ teal ‘democracy, proletarian. demoéra> 


italists ‘resort to all sorts of ‘tech- : 
@niques which most of us are familiar 
with: speed-up, wage cuts; unemnloy- 
ment., labor~saving machinery. While, . 
for. instance, -labor-saving machinery 
would be ‘progressive. in a sodiety run 
by the workers; it does nothing: for ~ 
them under capitalism. It is just an- 
other attack on the workers. 
Another feature of capitalist soci- 
ety is war. Every day there is a war ~ 
going on somewhere in the world. This 


ists to wage war in order to get ahedd 
_ of the capitalists in other. countries, 


-want is peace. However, there can be ‘no 
‘peace until the capitalists have been 


‘throw of capitalism: When, capitalism’ : 
“poe Coreress. will. £0 with: tt. “ALL pe 


~ dem 


igs- due to the necessity of the capital- 


The working class has no interests in 
supporting these wars. What. the workers 


removed from power and this society re- 
placed - by one run by the workers in the > 
interests of: the toiling masses. ' 

To do this; it is. not ‘enough to elect: 
people: to Congress or as President. The 
government. is nothing more than the ex- 


‘ecutive committee of the ruling class, - 
‘Workers. (Fourth: International) that the 


It is the owners of.the big corpora- 


tions © who have the final Say as to what’ 
goes on. It is nécessary “to. ‘organize j 


our own workers' councils. These coun- .. 
cils will be the class rule of the. s hegl: 
workers after: the ‘revolutionary,’ over- «. 


racy . ‘surrounding the'Conatess. is’ 
just! a. sham. ‘to. keen ‘is. tied, to this’. 


‘Cy, the democracy of the: ‘midtny =) We de 


~ not. simptv: want a workers": -goverhment:,.: 
we’ want a workers ‘ republic,’ ' peer 
.. In order to throw out ‘the capitalists ; 


and, build a workexs", ‘republic and so- 
eialism the working class needs: @ Tév-. 


based on The: Communist Manifesto, the 
4 | EES 
first two congresses of the Communist - 


What Are We Fighting? 


What are we fighting? Who is the en- 
emy? Is it the foreman on the shop 
floor that we deal with every day? Is 
it the managers who bargain with ‘our’ 
representatives during contract nego- 
tiations? Is it the wealthy owners of 
the banks and big businesses? Or is it 
something much greater, mach more fun- 
damental than these individuals? The 
kidnapping of Patricia Hearst by the 
Symbionese Liberation Army, (SLA) has 
raised the question of who the enemy 
really is? Who and what is the ruling 
class in this society? And what makes 
them the ruling class? The kidnapping 
has also shown that most groups and 
individuals are thoroughly confused 
about the answers to these questions. 

The SLA first expressed and deepen- 
ed this confusion by painting a pic- 
ture of the ruling class as a bunch 
of mean vicious ogres: sort of like 
Burl Ives or Orson Welles in the film 
adaptations of William Faulkner's 
novels. ‘hen in their kidnapping of a4 
real live member of the ruling class, 
they contradict their own picture by 

choosing, not a fire-breathing, cig- 
ar-smoking magnate, but Patricia 
Hearst, a sweet, frail, liberal child, 
sure to win sympathy for the rulers 
of America in the hearts of the ruled. 
The waters have been further mddied 


by certain ‘socialist" groups, in par- 
ticular the Spartacist League. In re- 
cent months the SL has been moving 
more and more in the direction of “re- 
spectability.' Having milked the New 
Left virtually dry through the use of 
a “hard sectarian veneer over its es- - 
sentially opportunist politics, the 
‘Spartacist League is. in the process of 
allowing its reformist appetiites ta 
come to the fore. An example, connected 
with the subject under discussion, is 
their view of Patricia Hearst's class 
position in society, and their attitude 
toward defense of the SLA from capital- 


ist "justice". First hey have this to 
say regarding Ms. Hearst ’s role in so- 
ciety: 
Patricia Hearst, who uMlike her 
father, is guilty of no known crime 
against the working people and whose 
only recorded political comment is 
that her father's newspaper was ir- 
relevant... ; 
Then- they compare her kidnapping with 
the reactionary kidnapping of Israeli 
athletes at the 1972 Olympics, saying 
that her kidnapping: 
«eehas more in common with the com- 
pletely indefensible...kidnapping of 
Israeli athletes than it does with, 
say, & bomb attempt by populist 
terrorists against one of the Russian 
tsars in the late 19th century... 
This is complete confusion. Quite sin- 
ilar in fact to that of the SLA. It ap- 
pears that the SL, like NEW YORK TIMES 
columnist Tom Wicker chose to believe 
the SLA and not Marx as to what the 
ruling class is (this isto be expect- 
ed of Wicker, but the SL has preten- 
tions of being Marxist). Thus they find 
it extremely difficult +o understand 
why @ quiet, cinnamon-roll baking,anti- 
war “flower child” who happens to come 
from a very: wealthy family, is any dif- 
ferent from an Israeli athlete who 
‘comes from a middle class or working 
class family. The difference lies in 
one's CLASS POSITION IN SOCIETY: While 
it is true that Ms. Hearst is not 
"guilty of the crimes of her father’, 


likewise her father is not guilty of 


the crimes of Nelson Rockefeller (who 
is also, by the way, not guilty of the 
crimes of his father,).,. But. what does 
that prove? Is one a member of the rul- 
ing class because of one's own evil, 
criminal intentions? For an inherent — 
hatred of workers? Ridiculous: As Marx 
wrote in his Preface to CAPITAL: 

I paint the capitalist and landlord 

in no sense couleur de rose. But here 


(Third) International, and the revolu-. 


_ , tionary. work of Marx, Engels, Lenin, ~ 
“Trotsky, Luxemburg and Bogdanov. It. 
“must be a democratic-centralist: party. 
However, it.is not enough to‘build . __ 
‘such'a party ‘here in the United, States. 

Capitalism is a.world system, Even so- 
‘called "Communist" Russia and: China 
are €abitalist (state cavitalist).: In’ 


order to wage a successful worldwide | 
struggle against capitalism ‘the! work= 


ers: must. have an ‘international party. 


It'is toward the construction of’: ithe - 
International Party of Revolutfonary : 


Revolutionary Workers Group, and Work- 
ers' Truth are dedicated. rages ea 
In* 1917 the Russian workers’ seized 

power ‘under, the leadership of: the L 


irntse. Bolshevik Party. However.” 


_.) revolution was: tsolated. and the . 


workens eehenated from the ha 


Of. the baer ue dte: 
fe rematn, however ,. vas"! re! 
works throughout. the wathd 


"However , it “will ‘not ‘Be handed: to” 


on a viatrer. We must fight for, it. 
-‘olutionary varty. Such a party must be.” : 
- will be handed barbarism. Soctatisin or 


if we do not fight for socialism we °- 


barbarism? Piaht for Soctaliam! at 


individuals are dealt with only in 

so far as they are the personifica— 

tions of economic categories, embod- 

iments of particular class-relations © 

and class-interests.... Pe. 
And this in the final analysis is the 
real enemy: capitalist production re- — 
lations. The members of the ruling clas 
are prisoners of their own system. It 
is not necessarily they as individuals — 
who mst be eliminated, but their ROLE 
IN SOCIE"'Y, their role as accumulators — 
of surplus-value, as exploiters. If we 
should manage to exterminate the entire 5 
capitalist class (as it exists today) 
without reconstructing society on oan 
quahitatively different productive rela-_ 
tions, we would have failed. 9 

Take China for instance. The Chinese 
ruling class of prior to the 1949 civil | 
war was virtually eliminated by 1956, but 
what really changed in Chinese society? 
The Chinese workers continue to work for 


low wages. Surplus-value is still acc- 
umulated as capital in the state in- site 
dustries. The Chinese state is still | 
an instrument of repression AGAINST 
the working class. China is today as 
capitalist under Mao as it was under 
Chiang Kai-Shek; and it will contin- 
ue to be capitalist until the working © 
class itself seizes the power and be= 
gins to replace the present productive/ 
distributive relations with socialist — 
productive/distributive relations. 
They must replace wage-labor, war/pro- 
fit-based planning and the market with 
workers ' self-management of production, 
planning based on social need and car= 
ried out by the social collective (ev- 
eryone) and direct distribution of 

goods and services through cogenisers'< 
co-operatives. 
In order to do this what is necessar 
‘is not simply a change in political re 
gimes, but the complete overturn of pr 
sent productive/distributive relations 
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